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ABJSTRACT . 

4. '"'J^ ^^^^ study of racial preferences, 48 same-sex pairs 
cflferipa;»JtSrJ f Children played a guesiion and ansJefgJL 
called. «Payaaster.i' Folloiring each, of 10 answers by a Receiver fwho 

live l^^l^^' ^ (who iras black . or ^h it dls^ribuLd 

! valuable prizes, to bowls for himself 

and the. Receiver or to bowls for his bes^" friend, , who was noJ 

sS?er;f'2L^oLJ?-"''-^'J°^^°4"^ ^^"^^^ ^-^'^ child waf asked a 
series of . spciometric questions about the other-child. There w^s nc, 

evidence for differential giving of the chips {i!e^, racial 

preferences) to either _black or whi^te- Receivers by Either black or 

white Paymasters. It was found that there was a gLaJer number o? 

tKarhf ''^"^^ receivers by'wack PaJJasL^f 

•than, by white^Payaasters., Correlational analysiJ-revealed a . 
nonsignificant relationship between numbier of : cliips given and answers 

r^^^^""^"^^ The implications Of ^hl JIsu^Js fol 

research on racial preferences in black and white children were 
discussed^ (Author) . axiuiea were 
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Abstract' 



. , 48 .a^-sex pairs of first and second-grade children played a question 
and answer gan» caned:,Pay„,ast,r. .Foll«,„g-each.of ,0;.ans«ers by a- Receiver 
(wfo was black or white). a Pa^aster- (who «as b,a,:k or w7lS) d1st.rfb.ted ^ 
«va Chips. Which .were wor«,,valuable ;pHzes. to bowls fo. hlnself and the 
.fecelver or to bowls for h,s^ best friend. «ho was: not .p..^^^^ 
M lowing the ga« each child was asfeed a series of soc,„«tHc Questions abo. 
^^e other child. ,1,ere was no -evidence for differential giving of the chips 
(1 .e. . racial preferences) to either blacLptWhlte Receiver, by either black ^ 
^or whlte P^'"asters.; (t «asVfb.nd that theri was ^.^^ 
9tven to both black and white -Receivers by black Pa^asters than.by «i„t» 

•'ay.^sters. Correlatlona,. analysts !SveaW a ;„o„s1on 
;l«t,een™*erof;ch1p,;^tve.^^ 

.1^Mcat1ons;on,1,..resuJts;ttir:r^^ 

::Whlte-. children ^wers'':-dls cussed,' ' ' ^^j'-- ■ : : -^j '-X' . , 



Racial Preferences in tte Behavior of 
. - ^ . Black and White Chi 7drsn^ ' ■ ' 

Bri an Coates.^^ Elizabeth Arnstein.' and Joyce Jordan 
University of North Carolina 

: In studies using attitudinal measures to assess young children's racial - 
preferences (ecg, , WfHch dolV. black^^^^^ white, would you like to play with?), 
it has bean found that both blaek andl^Hite^c^ prefer white-children 
and 1'eject black children (Gl ark 1957; MoHa?^d, 1966^ 1963)o 

Although Harris and Braun (1971) and Hraba and Grar,t (1970) have questioned 
the generality of the preference of black children for white children 
with their finding that black children prefer black dolls, the studies, do 
coiisistently show tfiat young children heve racial preferences^ 

The existence- of racial, preferences In black and white dilldren has, 
however, not been found when the behavior of the too races Is obseryedo 
Goodman (1952) concluded that fHendship and attachment among children in 'a' ^ 
nursery school group in a northeastern United Statf^s town were not affected 
by racial considerations. Similarly, Stevenson and Stevenson (I960),. on, 
the basis of observations in a nursery school, in Austin, Texas, concluded , 
ttiat there were no .differences between blacks and sMUs "in the relative 
aniount oir time.spe.nt in own-race and- other-race interactiono»,As one 
visitor. put it: 'They might as well all be blue/ " (p, 70) " 



The ma^jor purpose of ^iie p^'esent study was to detemlne If there would 
be racial preferences 1n the befiavlor of black and white children on an 
6)^.eri mental task developed by Masters (1S68, 1963. 1972). If preferences, 
ywere found, the study pou Id serve as the basis for a large scale project 
on the determinants of racial preferences in the behavior of black and 
white children o - ■ -n. 

Pairs. of 1st and 2nd grade children played a question and answer game 
called Paymaster. This game was chosen because It has'^been shown to be 
sensitive to several Independent variables in previous research With young 
children and It is of interest tb^ children (Masters, 1968, 1969. 1972) V On 
each of 10 tri al s , - one of the chi Idren ( the Recel ver) was asked a question 
by an adult e,xpenii!enteri After^ t^^ the question 

cprmctly. the other Chi 1^ distribute five chips , 

whicfi Were: v«3r^ prj ias ; tos^ a bowl , for the 

Rece-iver, If -Uio 'aildrah had racial preferences^ the black and white ' 
Paytnasters would give a greater huiJtoor of their chips to either the black 
or the white Receivers, On the basis, of the noruK of this society and 
rbseard} on jractai preferences with adults (Qoldschmid, 1970; Katz,.1970), 
it^/ould be e3(pected-Siat the black children would give a greater number 
of their chips to tiie. black Receivers than to the white Receivers whereas- 
tJie white children would give a g^ieater nynbar of their chips to the white 
Receivers than to tlie black Receivers . ' / ^ 

As Indicated earl 1e^ dissimilar results have bten found Vith the two 
ineasures, attttudlnal and behavioral, of racial prefeirences in black 



a?id white children (Goodman, 1952; Morlandp 1958, i366; Stevenson & 
Stevenson, 1960)o As yet» however, the relation between the two types 
of measures has not been Investigated within a sirigle studyo Thus, 
a secoftd purpose of the present study was to Investigate the relation 
betv^een attitudlnal and behavioral measures of rarial preferences in 
black and vhlte children^ This can be done by studying the patterning 
of results for- the two iDeasures and by correlatin the Paymasters' scores 
for difps gfven to the Receivers during She gane '1th their scores for 
a saHes of soclometric questiosis concerning the R-^xeivers (eog.. Would 

you l\>ke to be your friend?) « These questions were asked 

follcv/ing the Peyimster game. 

Method 

Subjects 

Tha subjects were 48 pairs of children (24 irile pairs and 24 female 
pairs) fn>m the 1st and 2nd grades of an integrated elementary school in 
Cfifi1)CfO, North Car^linac One child in each pair was in the 2nd grade 
(H ag© « 8.17 yaars) and a1v/^s served as the naster during the Paymaster 
g^.is^ The other m^nfeer of the pair was in the 1s t grade (M age 7n23 
y(am) and alwe^ served as the Receiver duiing ^ie game^ 

Three male pairs and thi'ee female pair^ wen randomly assigned to the 
8 experimental conditions generated by a 2 (Paynuster— 'bHack or white) X 
2 (Receiver~-black or white) X 2 (the Paymaster distributes the chips to 
ba^ls for himself and the Receiver or to bowls for his best friend, who 



was not present, and tJie Receiver) des1gn« A ranc!.>in1zat1on procedure 
was used in generating the pairs such that there w^s approximately an 
equal number of pairs fro.in each of the possible ct-!«)1 nations of 1st and 
2nd grade classes in the school, ' 

livo feraale undergr^^ 
Procedure ' ' ~ — 

: The subjects were brought to^^t^^^ eiqjerimental rooia in same-sex pairs. 
They were seated across- from each other at a table with the two adult ' 
'experln^nters at the ends -of the tablfio^^^ Experlmanter 1 (Miss Amstain)- 
than gave ;^5£j£aMowSng instructions: 

r- ^ soing to play a gana called Payivasterr These bowls 

are_rforiio1ding the valuable chips you will be using during the gaiiKc 
The chips are iforth valuable prizes at the er^d of the gan«r Now, 
I will put Johnny's nati^ cn one bj>wl anjl. Jisiiriy's on the other bowl, 
X will also put your name on -Siese containsrt. (The experlTienter 
then put the child's nania on a bowlo She also put their namas on 
two plastic-containers which were used to hot'd tJie^ accumulated chips.) 
Jn this gapi one of y6u will be answering quisstions and the other 
will be the^chips-Paymaster, "Before you casnr;, we flipped a coin to 
dedde who wl'll answer the questions and who will be the chips 
PayfiKster. , Jc^wny, Lwlli be asking you 10 questions. Oim^g you 
willbe the f^ayfRaster. After each question I , ask Johnny you wi LI 
-have five ,chips„^ You can put all of the chips in your bowl, put all 
^-^?,i*i^€!in-.1n Jphnny's bov/U or put some of theni in your bowl and some 



in Johnny's bcw], . You can do n an^ we^ you tvant and remenjt^r tt^^^ 
chips are, AWth valuable ppues at the and of the game. Are 
' tiiere any qusstioils? - 
Appropriate Vf»rlations In tife Instructloris-^d-l-abeling of the bowls 
were made for the pairs in Which the Paymaster choie between a bowl ' ' - ' 
for his best fHend «nd a bowl- for the Receiver. ' 

Ths gania was then begun, EKperifnenter T asked tbe Receiver 10 questions! 
The Initial questions vfers: "Whefs your'nanja?" ''H&i old are you?" and • 
"Are yoa a boy or a s1rl?« The expsHuBnter then presented pictures of^ 
coirsion objects which the Receiver was to nair^. In «ie order of presentation 
to the' child, the pictures were: bird, flowers, Indl^an, horse, clown, 
rooster, and apple. Each of the children had no difficulty In answering 
thG thr^a .InUlal quejstlons and In identlfyino "the seven objects. 

Following eadi answer, the Paymaster «!?str1b'j«ed Plve chips to the - - 
jMo_feosf?s. After a f&>^^ seconds had elapsed. Exper^nienter 1 transferred the 
chips to ths clear plastic containers for each cfiHd„. 

•'To assess |he attitudes^ of the children towar.Js eadj" other, following ; 
th^i Payiaaster gaaJ each djild was asked, "in separa>« voom, a series of 
questions about tSie othep-child; The q«sst1ofjs wv-e: 

, 1» Would' you Itk® to have , be ^our friend? ~ 

2,. Would ym like to-have _„be In y.jur class? 

-3„ Would you ifk^ to have sit.nori to you in class? " 

- • .4'.. Wpiiia you like to play with 



5. Would you like to have ^ : cone to your. house to play With you? 

^« Is . ^ a nice person^ -v^-- — ^ 

7c Is ^ a smart person? : 

. ' Results and Discussion 

The niDan nuntsr. of chips given by t^^ 
eacii of the eight experinJental groups^ Is shown Table To A 4-way 
analysis of variance was psrfomed on these data. Tne^^^f^^ were race of 
Payrftaster (blaclc or white), ra<[» of Receiver (black or white) ^ choice of • 
. Paymaster in distributing tiie chips (Paymaster versus Receiver or friend of ' 
Paymaster versus Receiver) 3 and trials (1 i^irough 10). Two significant effects 
were found: (a) there was a greater number of chips given to boiSi black * 
and vihlte Receivers by black Paymasters tJian by white Paymasters (F « 
7o 58i> df ^ 1 /40 , p oOl ) ; (b) there was a 3-way 1 nteracti on between race | 
of Receiver^ choictf of Remaster* and tcUls (F ^ 2ol3, df ^ 9/360,. p < oOSto 

^ - " * . ^ '7 . ' ' - 

This Interaction was due to a complicated relation betf/een the experltnental 
groups and trIalSo As can be seen in Table 1, there was an Initial Increase 
in the nuiri>^r of chips given, to the Receiver foy two groups (black Receiver— 
choice be^een Paymaster and Receiver, and white Receiver-- choice between, 
friend of the Pa^qiiaster and the.Rece1ver);5:i[ind then a decrease in number of 

■. ■ . ; ■ ■ ■■'i • ' .■■ .■ - ; .■■ .. .... • ■■■ ■ ■ V ■ ... . . , . . , t ■ - . ,• 

chips .glven^ For tJie other fc^o groups (black Rece1ver«choice bet^^en . 
friend of the Pasymaster and the Receiver .and white Receiver— diolce between 
'the Pc^^msster and thQ Receiver) .the relation beti^feen groups and trials did not 
.change oviar;t?!la1s. With these v^lations. there was a higher nuirfcer of chips 



** " ■ • ■ 

given on earlier trials for blade Regelver— choice bet^reen Paymaster and 
Receiver and white Receiver— ciioice between friend of paymaster and 
Receiver; for later trials, however, there was a grater number of chips 
/given to the Receiver for the rernaining two grcwps of black Receiver-- ^ 
choice between friend of Pcyrniaster and Receive^* and white ReceLiver--. 
choice between Paymaster and Receivero There was ;io evidence in the 
data for differential preference for either black or white Receivers by ^ 
either black or v;hits Paymasters (ttie F value for :he interaction between 
race of Paymaster and race of Receiver was < 1)^ 



Insert Tal)le 1 ab<fut here 



The finding of no racial preferences in the behavior of black and 
white children is congruent with tJie findings of Goodman (1952) and 
jSl^venson and Stevenson (1960) v ; Each. used, young children; . 

the present saiT^le consisted of 6> j 7-,. and 8-year-olds, A-rfiereas the 
samples in the Goodman , and Stevenson and Stevenson studies consisted of 
4- and 5-year ^olds. Since racial preferem»s have consistently been 
reported in the behavior of bldck and white adults (e„g,, Goldsc*iinld, 
197pj Katz, 1970), a devalopnental study is needed to detennine the age 
■at vfhich racial preferences first become eviderit In -Uie behavioj of 
childreno " 

The n®an scores for the sociometric question 'for the eight experimental 
gt*oups are- shown fin Table 2. The scores are given separately for the 



Payinasters* answers to questions about the Receivers- and for the Receivers' 
answers to questions about the FAymasters. It can be seen In the table 
that there were a lar^ ihurnber of "yes" (positive) answers to the seven 
questions (seven "yes* answers would j|rield a perfect scoi?of 21). A 
2 (race of Paymaster— black or white) X 2 (race of Receiver—black or 
white) X 2 (choice of Paymaster— Paymaster versus Receiver or friend 
of Paymaster versus Receiver) analysis of variance was performed on the 
data,- separately for Paymasters' ansWrs about the'Receivers and for 
Receivers' ansv/ers about the Paymasters. Only one significant effect was 
obtained: the black and i*h1te Receivers were more positive about the 
black Paymasters ( H. « 20..29) thanUiey were about the white Paymasters 
CM « 1^42) (£ « 10.52, d^ ^ 



.. - Insert Table 2 aJjout here- V ' 

_ As Indicated earlier, results of the Investigations of the behavior 
of black and white children toward ead) other are at odds with the 
results of studies of the attitudes of the two races toward e^^^ other. " 
The present study provides some evi dence on the qusstlon of the relationship 
between behavioral and attitudlnal.maasures of racial preferences. First, 
the analyses of variance of the,nunter)of^chips given by the Paymasters to 
the Receivers^ and of the Paymasters' answers to the sociometric questions 
about the'Receivers provides evidence >for no relationship between the 
. nteasures..„ Tlie pattern of results for the two measures was not sinrfllar.. ^~ 



For the behavioral measure, there was a greater nu l>er of dilps given to 
the Receivers by black Paymasters than by white Pa^Tiiasters. For the 
attltudlnal measure, however, there was no differe ice between the two 
races for Paymasters in the degree of posltiveness of. their answers to 
the soclometrlc questions. Similarly, the pattern of results was not 
tl»e same for the higlier order Interactions, A tb?v.«-way Interaction 
was obtained for nunfcer of chips given to the Rece ver but not for the 
sociometric scores. Second, furtJier evidence for i o relationship 
betifisen the measures was found In the correlation letween the nuirber of 
dilps given by^the Paymasters to the Receivers and the Paymasters' 
scores for the socionetric questions. If there a relationship, 
there would b(5 a high and significant corr-elatlgn letween the measures. 
Instead, the correlation was .21 (p> .05), Thus, the present results ' 
suggest that the two measui-es may be tapping diffe^wt ^processes* The 
lack of a relationship between tfje , measures should be a caution to 
Investigators who might be Interested In using fJndin^ on racial ' 
prefprences in attitudes to pred>ct raciisil preferences In behavior. 
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